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April 5, 1996

Mr. William F. catal
ActinJ secretary
Fedm:al CcIIaJn.icatiaw CDaissiem
1919 M Sb::eet, !If, axm 222
~, OC20554

Re: Pre8Iptial of IDeal zarl.n:J aegulatiem of
satellite Earth statia'1S, 18 Dodaat No. 95-59

Dear Mr. catal:

we write in respa1Se to the FCC's RIepart am Order am Further Notice of
Pl:cposed allEIDaltinq reI_sed em MBrcb 11, 1996, reqard.jnJ p:eaapt:im of
oertain local regulatiem of satellite earth statim ant:en1as, am
P:qDlin;J to prdUbit 8'lfotC:••llt of ~)1III!I1talrestrictia'1S em such
ant:en1as that are less than alB meter in diameter (the "FNmt"). we
en::lose six (6) capies of this letter, in aMitiem to this original.

'!be Matteecn caspmies are in the residential real estate b.1siness. we
have an amership interest am ~JerSee the prqaty lIIBJB:IBlleJlt activities
of 13 apartment OCWJImities oaJPrisin;J 2, 660 l.Dlits. '1bese CXJll!lmities are
located thrcu;;JhcA1t the state of california. several of our oamamities
are governed by haDeowners' associatia'lS that have strict regulatialS
reqard.jnJ satellite awliances. 'Dwse regulatiaw a.rrnlUtly heightened
the awareness by our residents, many of wI1aD strenucusly abject to the
aesthetic offemiveneBEI of these eg:>1i.arD!s. '1bese am other cxn:mns we
feel are inp:rtant for ycu to consider in reviewi.rq this prqx:sed lU1e
chatY:Ie.

we are cxnoe:r:nEd that the prqx&ed rule prdUbitin:I enfotcement of
~)III&rt:al restricticns will adversely affect the 0CI'duct of our
tusiness withaIt justificatiem am needlessly raise aMitimal legal
issues. we questiem lIhJther the Q"IIInissiat has the authority to require
US to allow the PtYsical invasiem of our ploperty. we DUSt retain the
authority to IXIItrol the use of our p:rqmty, for several reasa'lS.

First, the~ inoarrectly states that"~ rest:rictialS
waUd~ to be directed to aesthetic oansideratialS. II Aesthetic
an;ideratiaw are nat trivial - the~ of a blil.din;J directly
affects its marketability. M:8t people prefer to live in attractive
CXWImities, am the sight of hurm:eds of satellite antennas bolted to the
aJ.tside walls am railin)s of apartment units ~d be extremely
lJIl2IR)ealin;J to present am future residents. Aesthetic CCI1SideratialS
have definite ecaxmic ramificatioos.

1000 El Camino Real • Suite #300 • Menlo Park - California· 94025-4327 • 4153273030 PHONE • 4153223741 FAX



ME:'. william F. catal
Federal cnrmmicatia1S Qmnj ssion
April 5, 1996
Page Two

seccni, the weight or wini resi.staJ'x:,e of a satellite am the quality of
:i:nstallatiQ'1 nay createmai.nt:enaooe problems am- lIm'e iIrp:xrtantl.y - a
hazard to the safety of residents, blil.di.l'q EI1Ployees, am passers-by.
l)eJlDage to the prqlerty caused by water seepage into the blil.di.l'q interior,
oan:osiQ'1 of metal DDlIlts, or wealteni.Iq of c:xn::rete could lead to safety
hazar;ds am. very oastly mai.nt:enaooe am repair.

'lhird, the t:edmi.cal limitatia1S of satellite tedmology create problems
because all of aJr residents nay oot be able to receive certain services.
It is aJr~ that satellites are only positioned in certain
areas, thus limitirg aa:ess.

In oc::n::l.usion, 'We urge the FCC to avoid interferirg in aJr relationships
with aJr residents. All of the potential problems 'We cite will adversely
affect the safety am security of oor prq>erty as 'Well as aJr bottan line
am aJr prq>erty rights. 'lbank ycu for yoor attention to oor oc::>OOerIlS.

Shirley C. Matteson
Executive Vice President
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